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Barry Heck (left) and Ted Olson (centre) compete in the inaugural Law 
Faculty Competition. Jo-Ann Kolmes played the role of client. 
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Barry Heck, Karen Smee, the President of Pepperdine University and 
Faculty Advisor, Bruce Ziff at awards ceremony. 
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This year, for the first time, the University of Alberta 
Faculty of Law competed in the American Bar Association 
‘Client Counselling Competition’’. From among approxi- 
mately 120 law schools across North America, the University 
of Alberta team finished second in its inaugural year, a 
rewarding culmination to a year of planning and training. 


Under the auspices of the Law School Moot Court 
Committee, a client interviewing and counselling training 
program was instituted in the Faculty. The purpose of this 
program and the competition was to develop an analytical 
framework and experience in interviewing and counselling 
clients. Although this is an activity which normally forms 
a daily part of a lawyer’s activities, historically, very little 
formal training has been offered in Canadian law schools. 


The training program was undertaken during January and 
February, 1985 under the direction of Professor Bruce Ziff. 
In addition to presentations by Professor Ziff, several guest 
lecturers and practitioners participated. On January 15, Chris 
Head of Parlee, Irving presented a talk on the practitioner’s 
perspective on client interviewing. On January 22nd, Dr. 
Harvey Zingle, Chairman of the Department of Educational 
Psychology gave a seminar on psychological perspectives 
of interviewing and counselling. 


The students participating in the training (there were 
approximately 20) had the opportunity of viewing and 


analyzing educational video tapes provided by the American 
Bar Association. They also had an opportunity to practice 
their interviewing and counselling skills through simulated 
interviews and problem sets. During the practise sessions, 
on Friday, February Ist and Saturday, February 2nd, a 
number of practitioners assisted in interview workshops. 
The workshop instructors included John Poirier, Peter 
Semonick, Lois Dunlop, Allen Shapiro, Ron Hopp, Peter 
Lown, and Rick Ewasiuk. 


On Saturday, February 9th, the Moot Court Committee 
conducted the law school’s first internal client interviewing 
and counselling competition. The notion of students com- 
peting in interviewing, in the same way that a moot court 
competition is held, may seem rather curious. Indeed, the 
method of competition is quite remarkable. In essence, 
students are judged on their skills demonstrated during a 
30 minute simulated interview. Generally, the students inter- 
viewed in teams of two. (The reasons for grouping the 
students in teams of two is to develop co-operative effort 
between them and to enable the law students to educate 
each other.) Several days prior to the competition, students 
were provided with a brief memorandum concerning the 
interview which was to take place. This memorandum would 
indicate that a client would attend at their office to discuss 
a legal problem. Very little information about that problem 
is provided in the memorandum, so that prior to the interview 
the student lawyers have only a very general idea of the 
legal issues which will be considered during the interview. 
Just as ‘‘witnesses’’ are enlisted for Mock Trials, the client 
counselling competition requires ‘‘clients’’ to be selected 
and prepared for the competition. These clients are given 
a brief synopsis of the legal problem which they are to 
discuss during the interview. 


The competitors have no more than 30 minutes to inter- 
view the clients, with a view to discerning the legal problem 
at hand, and proposing an appropriate course of action for 
the client. This is done in the presence of two or more 
judges who evaluate each interviewing team. Each team 
conducts the same interview (in camera), and the most 
effective team is selected. The criteria used by the judges 
focuses almost exclusively on the process of interviewing, 
and not knowledge of substantive law. Thus, the factors 
include the ability to: 

(i) establish an effective relationship with the client; 


(ii) learn how the client views his or her problem or 
situation; 

(iii) learn the client’s initial goals and expectations; 

(iv) analyze the client’s problems; 

(v) develop alternative ‘‘solutions’’ for the client’s 
problem; 


(vi) assist the client in his understanding and his ability 
to make informed choices among alternatives; 


(vii) recognize and deal with moral and ethical problems; 
(Vili) effectively conclude the interview. 


The first intra-school competition was a successful event. 
In all, six teams entered the competition, which was held 


in two rounds. The winning team was comprised of Barry 
Heck and Ted Olson, both third year students. The runners- 
up were second year students Karen Smee and Bill Fowlis. 
Other competitors included George Takach, Paul Mullen, 
Alexander Pozniak, Tim Larkin, Jim Chrenek, Kelly Palmer 
and Gwen Stewart. The clients, all of whom were extremely 
well prepared, and did a very effective job of role playing, 
were Kipp Craig, Locky Craig and Jo-Ann Kolmes. The 
judges for our competition included practitioners, Anne 
deVillars, Cecilia Johnstone, and Eric Macklin, as well as 
Margaret Shone of the Alberta Institute of Law Research 
and Reform, Dr. David Baine of the Department of Edu- 
cational Psychology, and Professors Jim Robb, and Moe 
Litman of the Faculty of Law. Professor Bruce Elman, 
Professor John Law, Associate Dean Tim Christian, Diane 
Conlon, and students Ed Gullberg, Doris Bonora, Bev 
Lazarko, and Barry Dwernychuk also assisted in the admin- 
istration of the competition in a most able way. 


The successful law school team was intended to represent 
the University of Alberta at the American Bar Association 
North West Regional Competition, which was held this year 
at the University of Idaho in Moscow, Idaho. (There are 
twelve regional competitions held in the United States each 
year and the winner of each region proceeds to a National 
final.) Owing to force of circumstances, Ted Olson was 
unable to attend at the Regional Competition, and his place 
was filled by Karen Smee, a member of the runner-up 
team. 


Ten teams competed in the Regional Competition in 
Idaho. Included were: University of Oregon, Calgary, 
University of British Columbia, Peugot Sound, Gonzaga, 
Montana, Willamette, and Idaho. This competition was won 
by the University of Alberta, and our team then advanced 
to the National Finals. 


This competition was held at Pepperdine University, 
which is located at Malibu in California. Barry Heck and 
Karen Smee, the successful team in Idaho, represented the 
University of Alberta in California and Ted Olson attended 
as an alternate competitor. The American schools partici- 
pating included Pace University, Villanova, Ohio Northern, 
Texas Tech, University of California (Davis), University 
of Miami, Oklahoma, and Franklin Pierce. It is here that 
the University of Alberta proceeded to the final round and 
finished second overall. This is a remarkable achievement 
and, apparently, constitutes the highest standing of any 
Canadian law school in the fifteen year history of the 
competition. The team from Villanova (Philadelphia) won 
the top award. 


The Moot Court Committee intends to participate in the 
client counselling competition in years to come, although 
duplicating the success of the law school competitors this 
year will be a difficult task. In addition to the many people 
from within and outside of the law school who gave freely 
of their time and expertise, the Faculty of Law is very 
grateful to the Alberta Law Foundation. Through their 
support it was possible to develop a training program and 
send the student competitors to the American competitions. 
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An Interview with the Chief Justice 
of Canada 


On February Ist, 1985, the Chief Justice of Canada, 
Brian Dickson, visited the Faculty of Law. Chief Justice 
Dickson was in Edmonton to speak at the Mid-Winter 
Meeting of the Canadian Bar Association (Alberta Branch). 
The Faculty was most appreciative that the Chief Justice 
took a few hours out of his very busy schedule to speak 
to faculty and students at the Law School. What follows 
below is a brief interview conducted with the Chief Justice 
before his public address to the Law School. 


Eds: 


CA;:Cz 


Eds: 


Cees 


Eds: 


What do you see as the biggest change in the 
role of the Supreme Court of Canada (S.C.C.) 
since the passage of the Charter? 


The biggest change is probably the responsibility 
the Court must now assume in adjudicating 
between the state and the individual. Before the 
Charter, our main task was to adjudicate dis- 
putes between the two levels of government. 
Arguably, the task given to us under the Charter 
is the more important of the two. 


In addition, the Charter will probably lead to 
a greater separation between the judicial and 
legislative and executive arms of government. 
The Court will become more and more inde- 
pendent of government and Parliament, and this 
is due in part to the decision of Parliament to 
give the courts the power to make value judg- 
ments. This is one of the reasons why I am not 
in favour of having S.C.C. judges go before a 
Parliamentary Committee to have their appoint- 
ments confirmed. I do not see any value in 
having Mr. Justice Laforest, for example, go 
before such a committee. Such a committee 
would not be as competent as a selection com- 
mittee of the Canadian Bar Association. 


Will the Charter change the role of the indi- 
vidual judge? 


Yes, I think so. We will probably become more 
like American judges in light of our added 
powers and responsibilities. In addition, our judges 
should become accessible to the press. 


You mention that the judges of the S.C.C. will 
probably become more like American judges. 
What are your impressions of books such as 
The Brethren? 
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I thought it was a terrible book. It seems that 
former clerks may have contributed to it. That 
is an abuse of the confidential relationship clerks 
have with the judges for whom they work. 


What is the relationship between the judge and 
his/her clerk? 


The clerk is a sounding board and a friend. My 
clerks will prepare bench memos which we then 
discuss. The clerk will include in the memo the 
latest constructive and critical thought from aca- 
demics, American jurisprudence, Australian 
authorities, etc. This is of great assistance to us 
as judges. 


On a number of occasions recently you have 
referred to the importance of counsel using and 
making the Court aware of scholarly writings. 
Are such writings important in facilitating the 
Court’s work? 


Such works can be like gold mines. I am encour- 
aging lawyers and judges to use scholarly works 
more frequently. Encouraging the partnership 
between academics and the practising bar will 
change the lives of each and every one of us 
for the better. Often such articles provide the 
Court with the theoretical bases for jurispru- 
dential concepts in their developmental stages. 
In addition, law professors like to see their names 
in judgments of the Court. It is one way we 
can recognize their contribution to the legal 
process. 


What is your view of the calibre of advocacy 
before the Court? 


It is not any better, nor any worse than it has 
been. However, if we impose a time limit on 
counsel’s arguments, this will probably separate 
the good advocates from the bad. 


In light of the workload of the S.C.C., do you 
think it might be wise to increase the size of 
thes S:G.Ca7 


It is true that our case load is becoming more 
onerous and more complex. We are asked to 
make decisions involving economic, social and 
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political situations. However, all members of the 
Court feel nine judges is a good number and 
that the more cases you sit nine, the better. 


The S.C.C. has been accused of becoming a 
public law court. How do you respond to that 
suggestion? 


We are not a constitutional court. We are a 
court of general appeal and our task is to develop 
legal principles for the country. I would be very 
sorry to find us becoming a constitutional court. 
However, there may be a tendency, regrettably, 
to freeze out private law cases. 


You seem to be committed to bringing the 
workings of the S.C.C. into the age of technology 
and computers. What steps have you taken in 
this area? 


Well, of course there is the experiment of having 
leave to appeal applications heard by satellite. 
Our first experience involved counsel from Van- 
couver. In my opinion, it is as good as a hearing 
in the court room. The result is exactly the 
same and the cost of the satellite hook-up is 
minimal. The time saving is great. 


We are also pursuing the electronic distribution 
of our judgments. Our word processing equip- 
ment will be hooked up to the Queen’s Printer 
who will then distribute the judgments of the 
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The Chief Justice addressing law student forum. 


Court with greater speed and efficiency. The 
use of computer terminals by the judges is 
becoming a more common occurrence. Mr. Jus- 
tice Estey has taken this project on as his hobby. 
He now has a computer on his desk. 


What is the major challenge confronting the 
S.C.C. in the next four years? 


Putting flesh on the bones of the Charter. 


What will be the impact of American case law 
in this task of putting flesh on the Charter’s 
bones? 


There will be a substantial impact. However, it 
must be cautioned that theirs is a different way 
of life — it is not ours, and theirs is a different 
system. But their law will be increasingly impor- 
tant. 


Thank you. 


Study of University of Alberta 
Graduates Completed 


by Delee Fromm 


Introduction 


During the summer of 1984, survey research was con- 
ducted by Delee Fromm and Marjorie Webb into the 
demographic features of male and female law graduates. A 
questionnaire was sent to the University of Alberta grad- 
uating classes of 1975 - 1980 and had a response of 60% 
(382 males and 123 females). The major findings of the 
study are presented in (1985) 23 Alberta Law Review 366 
(‘“‘Work Experience of University of Alberta Law Gradu- 
ates’’). Complete results are reported in ‘‘A Question of 
Equality’’, a report which is available at the law libraries 
in Edmonton and Calgary. What follows is a conspectus 
of the results. 


Analysis of the personal background information revealed 
few sex differences. Overall the results indicated that the 
mean age at commencement of the LL.B. programme was 
approximately 24 years; seventy-five percent of the respond- 
ents were married; the largest number of respondents (233) 
were childless; spousal occupation included 18% profes- 
sionals, 16% self-employed professionals and 12% non- 
professionals; cumulatively, 52% of females indicated that 
their spouses fell within the top four categories as compared 
with 29% of the males; 66% of respondents indicated 3-4 
years of education prior to law school while 15% and 17% 
indicated 2 years and 4 or more years, respectively, and 
most respondents (approximately 85%) received bachelor 
degrees prior to law school in contrast to 14% who received 
a graduate degree. 


Practicing Graduates 


The data on the work experience of practicing lawyers 
revealed many sex differences in relation to employment 
factors. These included, inter alia, type of employer, hours 
worked, week-end work, type of law practiced, status of 
firm and salary. (For detailed discussion, see Law Review 
article.) 


The top three categories of employers of graduates were 
law firms (40%), self-employed (37%), and government 
(14%). Of those lawyers in law firms, 45% were male and 
39% were female; 41% of males were self-employed as 
compared to 35% of females, and 20% of females as 
compared to 8% of males were in government positions. 


In terms of hours of work, males who were employed 
full-time worked an average of 46 hours per week compared 
with 45 hours for females. Only ten lawyers indicated that 
they had part-time employment. Within categories of employ- 
ers, male and female responses revealed large differences. 
In almost all government agencies, males and females 
worked similar hours. In contrast, within private employ- 
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ment, males worked longer hours than females. The greatest 
differences occurred in law firms where males worked 52 
hours per week compared with 45 hours per week for 
females. Analysis by firm size revealed that the difference 
in hours worked per week increased from 3 hours in the 
small firms to 6 hours in very large firms. 


Consistent with the information about hours worked, 
males worked on week-ends more frequently than females. 
Specifically, 61% of the females seldom worked on week- 
ends as compared with 40% of males; 38% of males as 
compared with 28% of females frequently worked week- 
ends and 16% of males as compared with 8% of females 
very often or always worked week-ends. 


Of 461 respondents who ranked their areas of practice 
on the basis of time spent in the area, those areas frequently 
ranked first were: civil litigation (26%), real estate (13%), 
criminal (12%), commercial (10%), corporate (8%), and 
family (8%). Cross-tabulation by sex revealed percentage 
differences in several areas. The number of males indicating 
civil litigation as the most time consuming outnumbered 
females by almost 2:1. This trend was also shown for real 
estate on both first and second rankings (14% males and 
7% females; 12% males and 6% females). In contrast, 
females outnumbered males by 8:1 in the area of family 
law (first ranked). Significant sex differences were also 
indicated in the areas of corporate and commercial law 
which were male dominated. 


The results on status in firms revealed almost double 
the percentage of males with partner status as compared to 
females (44% v. 22%), while a slightly greater percentage 
of females indicated employee status (7% v. 3%) and sole 
practitioner status (15% v. 12%). Men and women who 
indicated associate status were roughly equal (24% v. 23%). 


Average income was $56,954 (standard deviation = 
$23,336). As suggested by the huge standard deviations, 
averages per se reveal little without considering year, type 
of employer or firm size. Analysis on these bases dem- 
onstrated the expected trend of generally increased com- 
pensation from the smallest to the largest workplace and 
from the 1980 to 1975 graduates. Another trend was for 
lower female compensation in almost all years and workplace 
sizes, with parity in only three instances. Since females are 
overrepresented in categories with decreasing annual com- 
pensation, it may not be surprising that their salaries are 
generally lower. However, to ascertain if these factors 
account for the disparity, further statistical analysis of these 
data would be required. In addition, it would be necessary 
to determine why females are underrepresented in groups 
with partnership status. It is possible that females, due to 


their dual roles as mothers and lawyers, sacrifice money 
for shorter hours. 


Non-Practicing Employed Graduates 


A total of 25 (5%) respondents filled in the section on 
non-practicing employed graduates: Of this group, 19 
(76%) had previously practiced law. Fifty percent of the 
females had quit after only one year, with a continued high 
drop-out rate until after the third year. Males, in contrast, 
showed a gradual attrition rate. 


Female respondents gave reasons for ceasing practice 
which included family concerns and changes in location 
while males cited better opportunities. The results also 
indicated that only a small number of non-practicing grad- 
uates desired to practice law presently, but approximately 
half of them wished to practice in the future. Females 
formed the largest component of this latter group. 


Occupations were varied and ranged from university 


The following prizes and awards have recently been 
established at the Law School. We would like to take 
this opportunity to gratefully acknowledge and thank all 
donors. Without their support the recognition of out- 
standing student ability would be impossible. 


The Bruce Jones Memorial Scholarship in the amount 
of $500 awarded to a student entering first year law on 
the basis of academic standing and financial need. 


Donor: Friends of the Family of Bruce Jones. 


Life Underwriters Association of Canada Educational 
Foundation Scholarship in Estate Planning in the amount 
of $1500 offered annually to a student entering third 
year in the Faculty of Law at the University of Alberta 
who has shown an interest and aptitude in the area of 
estate planning. This award is not based solely on aca- 
demic merit; financial need may also be taken into 
consideration. 

Donor: Life Underwriters Association of Canada Edu- 
cational Foundation. 


The Ogilvie Prize in the amount of $300 awarded 
annually to a student in law for outstanding merit in the 
subject of Civil Procedure. 

Donor: The law firm of Ogilvie & Company in com- 
memoration of its founder, the late James H. Ogilvie, 
Q.C., of Edmonton. 


The Rogers, Bereskin & Parr Prize in Entertainment 
in the amount of $200 awarded annually to the student 
exhibiting exceptional academic ability in the area of 
Entertainment Law. 

Donor: Rogers, Bereskin & Parr, Barristers & Solicitors, 
of Toronto. 


PRIZES & AWARDS 


professors (4) to construction foreman. Overall, a greater 
percentage of females than males fell within the top three 
employment classifications (professional, self-employed and 
managerial) (56% v. 17%) and a larger percentage of these 
respondents received benefits such as pensions, insurance, 
sabbaticals and maternity/paternity leave than did the prac- 
ticing lawyers. 


Unemployed Graduates 


Of the 17 presently unemployed graduates, one male 
and one female indicated that they had never practiced law. 
The remainder practiced an average of three years before 
leaving the labour force. The most frequently cited reasons 
for leaving practice were: return to university, family con- 
cerns, job termination and problems locating work. Four 
males and three females indicated they would like to practice 
law now, but only three males and two females were 
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The W.S. (Stan) Ross Prize in Administrative Law 
in the amount of $1,000 awarded to the student with 
the best performance in Administrative Law. 


Donor: The partners of the law firm of McLennan, Ross 
of Edmonton. 


The Betty Anne Segatto Memorial Prize in Real Estate 
in the amount of $400 offered annually for outstanding 
merit in the subject of Real Estate Transactions. 


Donor: The Alberta Law Review and Mr. Joseph Segatto 
in memory of Betty Anne Segatto. 


Steer Scholarship in the amount of $500 awarded to a 
student entering second year on the basis of outstanding 
achievement. 


Donor: Endowed by members of the judiciary who have 
taught over the years in the Faculty of Law. 


The Honourable Mr. Justice Arnold F. Moir Schol- 
arship in the amount of $500 awarded to a student 
entering third year on the basis of outstanding achieve- 
ment. 


Donor: Endowed by members of the judiciary who have 
taught over the years in the Faculty of Law. 


The John A. Weir Memorial Scholarship in the amount 
of $800 awarded to a student entering first year law on 
the basis of a satisfactory academic record, strong lead- 
ership qualities and an involvement in community, reli- 
gious or athletic endeavours or debating or fine arts. A 
written essay on the life and work of John A. Weir is 
required with each application. 

Donor: Graduates of the Faculty of Law from 1921 to 
1942 while John A. Weir was Dean of the Faculty of 
Law. 


The Sixtieth Anniversary of The First 
Graduating Class 


By Dr. Wilbur F. Bowker 


: Vena BAe 


The Graduates shown in the picture are: Top Row: J.A. Morrison, J.W. McClung, G.L. Parney, A.R. McBrine, A.W. Miller, D.M. McRae. Second 
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Row: W.E. DeMille, S. Nielson, J.R. C. Driscoll, C. Sansbury. Third Row: J.M. Thom, MacD. Millard, P.E. Poirier, E.W. Stutchbury. Bottom Row: 
F.A. Ford, L.J. Shepard, B.F. Tanner, L.S. Turcotte, P.D. Clarke, D.M. Cameron. Instructors are (clockwise): J.A. Weir, H.H. Parlee, K.C., G.H. 
Steer, V. E. Kleven, W. Dixon Craig, Frank Ford, K.C. The centre picture is of Dr. H.M. Tory, President of the University. 


The Faculty of Law was established in 1921. John A. 
Weir, soon to become the first Dean, was in charge. Before 
1921, a candidate for admission as a barrister and solicitor 
had to serve a long period of articles — three years at 
least. He did not need a law degree. After the University 
of Alberta began classes in 1908 it did in fact confer the 
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degree of LL.B., even though it was not a prerequisite for 
admission to the bar. That degree was conferred on articled 
students who passed prescribed courses beyond those required 
for articles. 

In 1921 the University decided to establish a Faculty of 
Law consisting of a three-year course of full-time study. 


At the same time the Legal Profession Act was amended 
to provide that the holder of the new LL.B. need serve 
only one year’s articles. From that time, the old system 
fell into disuse and ultimately was abolished. 


About 25 students enrolled in the fall of 1921. They 
were given the first year of the new curriculum and in 
1922-23 were the first to take the new second year course; 
in the following year were the first to take the final year. 
The list of courses was similar to that in other schools in 
the common law provinces, and remained unchanged for 
20 years. 


Although the full-time staff was small, and indeed remained 
at two until after World War II, the Faculty from the 
beginning received immeasureable help from Edmonton judges 
and practitioners. The picture of the 1924 class shows the 
Honourable Frank Ford, one of Alberta’s most distinguished 
judges, and three prominent practitioners — H.H. Parlee, 
G.H. Steer and William Dixon Craig. The number of 
graduands in the class picture is 20, though there are slight 
discrepancies between the names in that picture and those 
in the year book and those listed in the Faculty Minutes. 


On average, the class was older than one might think. 
A number had been in World War I. Three members 
graduated with distinction. The first was Sigvald Nielson 
who led the class. He taught here for several years and 
then went to San Francisco where he attained a high position 
in a leading law firm. The second was L.S. Turcotte. 
Coming from Lethbridge, he returned there to practice until 
he was made a District Court Judge. Third was Armour 
Ford, son of Mr. Justice Frank Ford. He practiced with 
his father’s old firm, Emery and Newell, and was overseas 
in World War II. Afterwards he moved to Port Alberni 
on Vancouver Island where he still resides. 


Two who served in the ranks in World War I were 
John W. McClung and L.J. ‘‘Dick’’ Shepard. The former 
was a son of the well-known feminist, Nellie McClung. 
He enlisted at a young age in the Princess Patricia’s Canadian 
Light Infantry and fought at Passchendaele. After graduation 
he was awarded the I.O.D.E. scholarship. After a year in 


STUDY GRADUATES ... 
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actively seeking employment. The difficulties experienced 
in job search related to the unavailability of part-time work 
and the lack of jobs within law. On average, those who 
wanted to practice law in the future wanted to do so within 
five years. 


Conclusion 


Te summarize, the present research investigated the per- 
sonal and employment characteristics of law graduates, both 


England he joined the Department of the Attorney General 
where he was engaged principally in criminal prosecutions. 
A son, J.W. McClung Jr. is a Justice of the Court of 
Appeal. Dick Shepard was awarded the Military Medal and 
later was in the Royal Flying Corp. After World War I 
he practiced at Alliance until his death. 


Three who became prominent Edmonton practitioners 
were Abe Miller, George Parney and Paul Poirier. Miller 
was particularly able as a defence counsel in criminal cases. 
His son Tevie is now Associate Chief Justice of the Court 
of Queen’s Bench and Tevie’s daughter is a member of 
the bar. This is the first three-generation family in the 
history of the Faculty. 


Parney was a good athlete, particularly in basketball. He 
sometimes refereed games of the world-champion Com- 
mercial Grads women’s basketball team. He had a good 
practice with the firm of Boothe and Morrow. Paul Poirier, 
the third of this trio, was a leading member of the French 
community in Edmonton and a partner in the firm now 
known as Milner and Steer. Both Parney and Poirier died 
at a comparatively young age. 


Four other members of the class had long careers at the 
bar. J.M. ‘‘Greg’’ Thom in Edmonton held various public 
offices including that of public administrator and registrar 
of land titles. Macdonald Millard built up a good practice 
in Calgary which was continued until his death a few years 
ago. John A. Morrison, from Cochrane, also practiced in 
Calgary. For a number of years he was a judge of the 
Small Claims Court. Ewart Stutchbury practiced for many 
years at Barrhead where he now resides. For a time he 
served as magistrate. P. D. Clark practiced in Lethbridge 
and Byron Tanner at Cardston. Both went on the non- 
practicing list in the thirties. 


The class of ’24 was comparatively large. In the next 
quarter century there were three classes with slightly over 
20 graduates but none with as many as 25 until the first 
wave of veterans graduated in 1950 with 36 members (still 
small by today’s figure of 150). The first class showed 
that the new system worked well and it made a creditable 
contribution to the profession. 


practicing and non-practicing. The data, which provide 
evidence of sex differences in relation to a number of 
employment factors, could provide a starting point for further 
research in this area. 


The researchers would like to thank all alumni who took 
time out of their busy schedule to fill the questionnaire. It 
is hoped that the results of this research will provide valuable 
insight into the profile of recent University of Alberta 
graduates and will stimulate further and more detailed 
research in the future. 


Faculty Hosts Jessup International Moot 


The Faculty of Law hosted the 26th Phillip C. Jessup 
International Law Moot Court Competition on February 
21st - 23rd, 1985. Eighteen of Canada’s 22 law schools 
participated in this year’s competition, making it one of 
the largest in the history of the Canadian Round. The 
Competition provided an opportunity for participants to meet 
and exchange ideas with some of Canada’s most distin- 
guished judges, lawyers, diplomats and legal educators. 


The Competition, sponsored by the American Society of 
International Law and the Association of International Law 
Students, has grown dramatically over the past 26 years. 
Originally, a group of three United States law schools 
gathered at Columbia University to engage in mooting 
exercises involving international law problems. Now the 
Competition involves over 3,000 students, practitioners, 
members of the judiciary and academicians in approximately 
20 nations. 


Three of the distinguished judges at the Jessup Moot: Tom Wakeling, 
Mr. Justice W. A. Stevenson and Professor Gerald Morris of the 
University of Toronto. 


Regional competitions are held throughout the world in 
February of each year; Canada being considered a region 
for the purposes of this Competition. The winners of these 
regional competitions compete in the final round in con- 
junction with the annual meeting of the American Society 
of International Law scheduled for New York in April of 
this. year. 


Canada has taken part in the Jessup Competition over 
the last 20 years and has one of the most distinguished 
reputations of any of the participating nations. Canada has 
won the international finals three times, Dalhousie University 
being the last Canadian winner in 1984. 


Each year the students argue a problem based on current 
issues in international law prepared by the American Society 
of International Law. Past competitions have focused on 
the law of sea, recognition of states, international trade and 
human rights, the law of outer space, environmental pollution 
and international disputes involving Maritime boundaries. 
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Teams from the University of Western Ontario and the University of Alberta 
compete in Jessup Moot. 


This year’s problem involved the mythical countries of 
ICBAM and MIRVA, who were both members of the 
Conclave of Eurasian Unity. All members of the Conclave, 
with the exception of ICBAM, ratified a treaty providing 
for the non-proliferation of nuclear weapons. ICBAM pro- 
ceeded to build a facility for the manufacture of nuclear 
weapons. The Conclave voted to request that MIRVA’s 
airforce destory ICBAM’s nuclear facility. The International 
Court of Justice was asked to resolve ICBAM’s complaint 
against MIRVA. 


Each Jessup team, consisting of two to five students, 
prepared a 25-page brief for both the applicant and respond- 
ent on this hypothetical case to be argued before the 
International Court of Justice. The participants were then 
required to present extensive oral arguments before four 
separate judging panels, twice for each disputant. More 
than 50 judges from across Canada representing the judi- 
ciary, the practising bar, legal academics and the Department 
of External Affairs judged the 36 scheduled moot exercises. 
Moots were conducted and judged in both official languages, 
reflecting the bilingual nature of the Competition. 


After two days of intensive competition, teams repre- 
senting the University of British Columbia and McGill 
University met in the championship round before a distin- 
guished panel composed of: Mr. Justice Jules Deschénes 
of the Quebec Superior Court; Mr. Justice William Sinclair 
of the Alberta Court of Queen’s Bench; Professor William 
Graham, University of Toronto; Professor Stanislas Slozar, 
Université de Sherbrooke; and Brian Dickson of the Depart- 
ment of External Affairs. 


The winner of the Championship Round was McGill 
University. The University of British Columbia took second 
place with the University of Toronto placing third. In 
addition to winning the team championship, McGill placed 
first in the memorial segment of the Competition, with the 
University of Ottawa, Common Law Section, and the 
University of Calgary taking second and third places respec- 
tively. 


In the individual awards category, Gad Cohen from 
McGill University was selected as the top oralist in the 
Competition. 


The University of Alberta was represented by Catherine 
Christopher, Andrew MacKay, Richard Fyfe and Michael 
Bailey. 


A competition of this size requires the support of a great 
many people both in terms of time and money. The Faculty 
of Law received generous financial support from the Alberta 
Law Foundation, the Canadian Bar Association (National), 
the Secretary of State for the Government of Canada, 
McGuiness Distillers, and the University of Alberta. In 
addition, the Faculty received donations from approximately 
25 Alberta law firms and practitioners. Without this financial 


Visiting Speakers 


LAW SCHOOL 
INAUGURATES 
MARTLAND LECTURES 


The Faculty of Law presented the first Martland Lecture 
delivered by the Right Honourable Sir Zelman Cowen, 
Provost of Oriel College, Oxford, and former Governor 
General of Australia. This annual lecture series, named in 
honour of Mr. Justice Ronald Martland, and funded by the 
Alberta Law Foundation, will bring to the Universities of 
Alberta, Calgary and Lethbridge internationally recognized 
scholars, who in addition to delivering a major public 
lecture will interact with both faculty and students. Sir 
Zelman’s lecture was entitled ““The Office of Governor- 
General: An Australian Experience’? and dealt with the 
important role played by Commonwealth Governors-General. 
While at the Faculty Sir Zelman, who is Chairman of the 
British Press Council, delivered a Faculty Seminar regarding 
the Press Council and taught the First year Constitutional 
Law class. Sir Zelman also met with the judiciary and 
government officials. From Edmonton, Sir Zelman and Lady 
Cowen travelled on to Calgary and Lethbridge. 


MR. JUSTICE ALLEN 
LINDEN 


Mr. Justice Allen M. Linden, President, Law Reform 
Commission of Canada, visited the Faculty and taught a 
First Year Torts class. The theme of Mr. Justice Linden’s 
class was the value of tort law in Canadian society and 
options for reform. Mr. Justice Linden’s personal preference 
is to retain a tort law remedy in conjunction with other 
no-fault schemes necessary to assist the needy. Mr. Justice 
Linden was in Edmonton to speak to the Edmonton Medico- 
Legal Society. 


support, the hosting of the Competition would have been 
impossible. 


The assistance of over 70 students in the Faculty of Law 
must also be recognized — their enthusiasm and energy 
ensured the success of the competition. 


From comments and letters received from participants 
and judges after the event, it appears that everyone enjoyed 
the Competition and the time they spent at the Faculty of 
Law. Such an event enhances and facilitates the commu- 
nication of ideas not only between academics and students 
but between members of the judiciary and the practising 
bar. The University of Alberta was pleased to have the 
opportunity for the first time to host this prestigious national 
competition. 


PROFESSOR TAM FENG 


Professor Feng was a visitor to the Faculty from the 
Faculty of Law, University of Singapore. Professor Feng’s 
major interest is Tort Law and he came to Alberta to meet 
with and consult with the Tort Law professors here. He 
was on sabbatical from Singapore and was visiting Alberta 
and Berkeley, California. He was an enthusiastic visitor 
who met with several of the Faculty and participated in 
Faculty activities. 


DR. HENRY 
MORGENTALER 


Dr. Henry Morgentaler was the most controversial speaker 
of the Law School’s Visiting Speakers Program. Dr. Mor- 
gentaler spoke to faculty and students shortly after his 
acquittal by a Toronto jury on charges of procuring abor- 
tions. Dr. Morgentaler’s message was that the people of 
Canada do not consider doctors who are performing safe 
abortions to be criminals and that the recent Ontario jury 
decision was a message reaffirming ‘‘that helping people 
is never a crime’’. He noted that to date three juries had 
acquitted him and viewed that as an expression of the will 
of the people and called upon attorneys general to stop 
‘‘harassing’’ him. He announced his intention to open an 
abortion clinic in Alberta as soon as it was feasible. In his 
view, the issue of abortion was a women’s right issue and 
the jury verdicts expressed the viewpoint of common citizens 
that abortion was a matter of conscience between a woman 
and her physician. 


I] 


Saturday Morning 
at The Law School 


The Saturday Morning at the Law School program con- 
tinues to be one of the Faculty’s most successful community 


. : 


Bob Turner from Milner & Steer explains an intricate point of business 
law to Saturday Morning crowd. 


projects. Commenced in 1982, this program offers a series 
of presentations on legal topics and is designed for the 
general public. During the 1984-85 academic year seven 
such presentations were conducted in the law school. Admis- 
sion to all these events is free, and this year a total of 
approximately 1,000 people attended the presentations. 


The success of Saturday Morning at the Law School is 
due to the contributions of a number of organizations. The 
financial assistance is provided by a grant from the Alberta 
Law Foundation. The other organizations involved include 
the Legal Education Society of Alberta, the Young Lawyers 
Section of the Canadian Bar Association, the Faculty of 
Law, the Legal Resource Centre, and the Faculty of Exten- 
sion of the University of Alberta. 


As in past years, topics have been chosen with a view 
to providing members of the public with a practical insight 
into pressing issues and problems in modern Alberta Law. 
In consequence, this year the following topics were covered: 

Lawyers and the Legal System (September 29, 1984); 

Starting a Business (October 28, 1984); 

Insurance Law (November 10, 1984); 

Borrowing Money and Personal Loans (December 1, 

1984); 

Wrongful Dismissal (January 26, 1985); 

Dependent Adults (February 23, 1985); 

Environmental Law: The Right to Clean Water 

(March 30, 1985). 


The resounding success of Saturday Morning at the Law 
School augurs well for the future. Indeed, the considerable 
interest in public legal education suggests that the law school 
and the community could well benefit by expanding into 
other facets of public access to legal services and infor- 
mation. 


Graduate Program Continues To Attract 
International Interest 


The LL.M. program admitted seven new students in 
1984-1985, continuing in its tradition of attracting an inter- 
national student body. The following new students were 
admitted: 

Brian Cosman (New Brunswick) — studying natural 

resources with Professor Percy; 

Tammy Goh (Hong Kong) — studying trading with China 

with Professor Mis; 

Nayna Kotecha (London) — studying family law with 

Professor Davies; 

Mary Samide (Alberta) — studying anti-combines leg- 

islation with Professor Nozick; 

Patrick Trelawny (Cambridge) — studying the history of 

defamation law with Professor Klar; 

Andrea Winograd (Osgoode) — studying surrogate moth- 

erhood with Professor Robertson. 


We continue to be gratified by the acceptance and success 
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of Alberta LL.M.’s. Several have become permanent mem- 
bers of University faculties — Sheilah Martin (1983) at 
Calgary; Philip Raworth (1983) at Alberta. Some, like James 
Jordan (1983) and Tchupa Chibambo (1981) have gone on 
to Doctorate level study at other universities. Many have 
become practising lawyers — Courtright (1982), Kennedy 
(1984), Manderscheid (1983), Myers (1984). Martin Roma- 
now (1984) has been researching for the Institute of Law 
Research and Reform. Others have returned to their native 
countries, Gasser (1983) to Guatemala and Rothwell (1984) 
to Australia. Wallis Kempo (1983) has become a judge of 
the Tax Court of Canada. And, of course, Ellen Picard 
(1980) is a distinguished member of our Law Faculty. 


The program has gained wide acceptance, with well over 
one hundred inquiries regarding admissions being made each 
year. This year’s committee, which supervises all aspects 
of the program, consists of Professors Barker, Litman, 
Nozick and Klar. 


A Banner Year For The Moot 
Program 


The 1984-85 academic year was highlighted by an 
extremely successful Moot Court Program. Three particular 
events made this an extraordinary year for mooting at the 
Law School. In February, the Law School hosted the 
Canadian Round of the Jessup International Moot Court 
Competition. This competition included teams from 18 
Canadian Law Schools. The competition ran smoothly under 
the capable leadership of Professors Anne McLellan and 
John Law. It was, by all accounts, one of the finest events 
in the history of the Jessup Competition. (A feature article 
appears elsewhere in this edition). 


For the first time the Law School entered the American 
Bar Association Client Counselling Moot Competition. Even 
though we were novices in this Competition, the Law School 
recorded the highest finish ever by a Canadian Law School. 
The director of the program and coach of the team, Pro- 
fessor Bruce Ziff, was carried down to the beach on the 
shoulders of his victorious team. (A feature article on the 
Client Counselling program appears elsewhere in this edi- 
tion). 


In another competition, the Law School regained pos- 
session of the Alberta Challenge Cup. This competition, 
inaugurated in March of 1984, is an appellate moot com- 
petition between the University of Alberta and the University 
of Calgary. The competition involves mooting in three 
different legal areas: contracts, constitutional law, and crim- 
inal law. The school that is selected as winner for two of 
these moots wins the Challenge Cup. The initial competition, 
held in Edmonton, was won by Calgary 2-1. This year the 
University of Alberta won the Competition, hosted by 
Calgary, 3-0. Members of the winning team were Gwen 
Stewart, Brian Curial, Robert Gordon, Harley Gillett, 
Ted Boomer, and Sharish Pundit. All are second year 
students. 


Ms. Stewart and Mr. Curial were winners of the 
Edmonton Bar Moot Court Competition. In the final, 
they defeated the team of Robert Gordon and Harley Gillett 
before a Bench composed of Mr. Justice W. J. Haddad 
of the Court of Appeal, Mr. Justice V. W. M. Smith of 
the Court of Queen’s Bench, and Ms. M. J. Trussler. 


The preliminary round was judged by Prof. Anne 
McLellan, Ms. Doris Wilson, and Mr. Stephen Laird. 
This year’s problem dealt with the availability of contribution 
in a contract case. 


A brief summary of other mooting competitions follows: 
UNIVERSITY OF ALBERTA PLACES FIFTH 
IN THE GALE CUP 


A team of four third year students placed fifth out 
of 17 schools in the Gale Cup National Mooting Com- 
petition in Toronto. The team comprised of Elizabeth 


Johnson, Dale Andersen, Kevin Guidera, and David 
Lefalr actually had the second highest number of judges’ 
points awarded in the two day competition but finished 
fifth because final standings are determined on the basis 
of win/loss records. The problem mooted was the Supreme 
Court of Canada decision in C.P. Transport. 


Ms. Johnson and Mr. Andersen were winners in the 
Clinton J. Ford Moot Court Competition sponsored 
by the Attorney General of Alberta. Messrs. Guidera 
and Leflar were runners-up in the competition. The Bench 
for the Final Round was comprised of Mr. Justice J. 
B. Dea of the Court of Queen’s Bench, and Judges A. 
H. Russell and L. L. Jones of the Provincial Court. 


The Bench for the Preliminary Round was comprised 
of Professor John Law, Associate Dean Tim Christian, 
and Mr. Robert Maybank of the Attorney — General’s 
Department. 


LEFLAR, CHOMYN WIN COUGHLAN 


David Leflar, 3L, and Dwayne Chomyn, 2L were 
winners of the John C. Coughlan Moot Court Compe- 


David LeFlar and Dwayne Chomyn competing in the John C. Coughlan 
Moot Court Competition. 


tition. Mr. Brian Beresh, President of the Criminal Trial 
Lawyers Association, which sponsored the event, pre- 
sented the Coughlan Cup to the winners. The runners- 
up were Paul Clark, 3L, and Bruce Hughson, 3L. 
The competition is a trial moot, this year’s problem 
being a murder prosecution. Messrs. Leflar and Chomyn 
represented the Law School in the Western Canada Trial 
Moot Competition. 


Much appreciation goes to the Moot Court Committee 
for their extensive efforts in furthering the program. The 
Committee is comprised of Professors Bruce Elman, 
Anne McLellan, Bruce Ziff, Clayton Rice, John Law, 
Jim Robb and Ms. Doris Bonora, 2L, and Ms. Sabrina 
Nikel, 2L. 


The University of Alberta Law School gratefully acknowl- 
edges the continuing support of THE ALBERTA LAW 
FOUNDATION. 
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John A. Weir Memorial Law Library 


Change has been the norm in the John A. Weir Memorial 
Law Library during the last year — new programs, new 
staff, and rearrangements in the use of space. 


PROGRAMS 


The Alberta Law Foundation has been generous in its 
support of library programs. This has been most fortuitous 
in a time when university funding has been static. 


Collections 


The Library’s collections are strong with regard to most 
common law jurisdictions. The major difficulties the library 
faces are financial. Its spending power has decreased because 
of the strong U.S dollar. Furthermore, the ablity to purchase 
journals and other publications which appear in a continuing 
format (such as looseleaf services, supplemented texts, law 
reports and in fact most books bought for a law library) 
has become very constrained because it does not have the 
funds or the flexibility in financing that is has enjoyed in 
the past. 


The Alberta Law Foundation made two grants to the 
library, totalling $291,000. These are to be spent over six 
years to enhance research collections of non-serial works 
in certain areas. This injection of funds has been most 
welcome. 


Two different forms of materials are gaining prominence 
in the library: microform and computer databases. The 
library now has a great deal of material in microform. This 
year it purchased a reader-printer so that the user can easily 
reproduce copies of the film or fiche. A rapidly changing 
area for the library’s collection is the information available 
through the computer. LAWSEARCH and the library’s 
reference staff have access to law reports, statutes and some 
regulations, as well as indexes to journals, newspapers and 
other secondary literature from Canada, the United States, 
Great Britain and Europe. Some of this information is in 
full text, while others are in summary form. Essentially, 
these are books on line, but the access to the information 
is more precise. 


Instruction 


The Faculty of Law is endeavoring to prepare students 
for the information age, and to that end it has inroduced 
a program to increase computer literacy. This program has 
two facets — learning to use the terminal as a word processor 
and learning to research the law on the computer. This 
program in computer-assisted legal research has been sup- 
ported in part by the Alberta Law Foundation. The librarians 
instruct the students in research methodolgy, both computer 
assisted and traditional. 


Alberta Case Locator 


The Library has been creating a computer based index 
to the current Alberta Court of Queen’s Bench and Court 
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of Appeal decisions for several years now. This data base 
has nearly 10,000 records which provide case name, subject 
and other access to the cases. The citation for all reported 
decisions and other cases and statutes judicially considered 
can be searched on this data base. Alberta Law Foundation 
funds make it possible to hire students to do the indexing. 


The Alberta Case Locator is one of several data bases 
being created by the Faculty of Law. This group of data 
bases is called LAWCENTRE. 


Lawsearch 


The University of Alberta law library provided the first 
service centre which undertakes computer assisted legal 
research for the profession, and this model has now been 
followed across the country. In Alberta, LAWSEARCH is 
a cooperative effort between the Law Society Libraries and 
the two university Faculty of Law libraries. It is supported 
financially by the Alberta Law Foundation. Searches are 
done for members of the legal profession on a cost recovery 
basis. 


Other Programs 


The old card catalogue is almost a thing of the past as 
the University of Alberta Library System creates an on- 
line catalogue of all the books and microforms it owns. A 
large part of the Weir Library’s collection is already indexed 
on this data base, and it is hoped that within the year the 
total collection will be indexed in machine readable form. 


The interlibrary loan service is the fastest growing service 
which the library provides. Electronic messaging makes it 
possible to locate items in other libraries faster, and the 
existence of a central listing on line of libraries’ collections 
means that the University of Alberta’s materials are available 
to libraries throughout Canada. 


The reference librarians, in addition to the instructional 
and bibliographic work they do, continue to locate all kinds 
of material and information, much of it obscure and difficult 
to find. 


STAFF 


LILLIAN MACPHERSON, Law Librarian, returned 
after a leave of two academic years during which she 
completed a law degree at the University of Calgary. 

NEIL CAMPBELL, librarian and member of the British 
Columbia Bar, joined the staff as the Coordinator of Ref- 
erence Services. 

MICHAEL STOROZUK, after ten years in the Tech- 
nical Services and Systems Divisions of Cameron Library, 
assumed the responsibilities of Coordinator of Collection 
Management. 

NORAH THOMPSON continued to operate LAW- 
SEARCH on a part-time basis and joined the staff the other 


half time to coordinate the computer training programs for 
students, staff and faculty. 


JANE PARKINSON, a recent library school graduate, 
supervised the Alberta Case Locator and provided reference 
assistance. 


Several of the staff have had articles or books published 
during the last year: 

Brown, Gail: Supplement to People and Law; a bibliography 

of public legal education. Legal Resource Centre (1984) 

65 p. 

Campbell, Neil A. ‘‘On paperlessness’’. (1984) 41: 1 

Canadian Library Journal. 181-185. 


Faculty 


Lewis Klar has had another busy and productive year. 
Recently, he finished work as co-author of the recently 
published 8th edition of Wright, Linden and Klar, Canadian 
Tort Law: Cases, Notes and Materials. He has also com- 
pleted a survey on recent developments in the law of torts, 
for the upcoming edition of the Ottawa Law Review. In 
February, 1985 Professor Klar presented a paper at the 
annual conference of the National Association of Women 
in Law in Ottawa, on the topic of “‘Manufacturer’s Liability 
for Reproductive Drugs and Devices’’. He also spoke to 
the Edmonton Medical-Legal Society on ‘‘Legal Problems 
Regarding “Generic Drugs’ ’’. Professor Klar is a Director 
of the Environmental Law Centre and continues to direct 
the Graduate Program in Law. 


Bruce Elman, holder of McCalla Professorship 


Campbell, Neil A. “‘A Certification of Professional Librar- 
ians in British Columbia: Fish or Cut Bait’’. (1984) 28:4 
BCLA Reporter. 9-12. 

Jenner, Catherine: Bibliography of legal materials for non- 
law libraries. Ontario Ministry of Citizenship and Culture 
(1984) 158 p. 

MacPherson, Lillian V. ‘‘Corporal punishment: state inter- 
vention and parental right to discipline - re J.F.’’ (1984) 
31 Alberta Law Reports (2d), 130-150. 


MacPherson, Lillian V., ed. Audio Research in the Law 
Series 1: Basic Canadian Law. Oceana (1983) 254 p. 


Activities 


During the past year Moe Litman has continued to 
pursue his research in the areas of Wills and Estates. He 
presented a seminar on ‘‘Solicitor’s Liability for Failure to 
Substantiate Testamentary Capacity’’, at the Annual’ Refresher 
Course held by the Legal Education Society of Alberta in 
Banff. An article on the same topic (with Professor Rob- 
ertson) has now been published in the December 1984 
volume of the Canadian Bar Review. Professor Litman has 
also acted in an advisory capacity for the Client Counselling 
and Interviewing Training Program and is currently com- 
pleting research for the Alberta Institute of Law Research 
and Reform on the law of ‘‘Survivorship’’. As of July 1, 
1985, he will be promoted to the position of full professor. 


Bruce Elman will also be promoted to the position of 
full professor as of July Ist, 1985. At that time he will 
also take up his McCalla Research Professorship which was 
awarded to him for the 1985-86 academic year. This Fel- 
lowship will enable Professor Elman to pursue a number 
of research projects. During the year he will continue his 
research on the ‘‘Keegstra trial’’, as well as working with 
Professor Anne McLellan on age discrimination and the 
Charter of Rights, and the provincial regulatory power 
under the Constitution. He is also assisting in the devel- 
opment of the Charter of Rights Computer Data Base. He 
has recently published an article on the right to counsel 
under the Charter. 

Clayton Rice has been involved in various community- 
based activities during the past year. He served as an 
instructor during the two-day advocacy seminar sponsored 
by the Criminal Trial Lawyers Association and presented 
the Annual Update on the Criminal Law for the Legal 
Education Society of Alberta. He served on the Board of 
Directors of the Alberta Civil Liberties Association, and 
will be on study leave in 1985-86. 

Bob Graham recently announced his retirement as Fac- 
ulty Administrative Officer after almost 10 years of valuable 
service. Although Bob’s administrative abilities will undoubt- 
edly be missed, the Faculty is fortunate to have Diane 
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Conlon as his capable replacement. Bob will continue to 
work with the Faculty on a part-time basis. 


Eugene Meehan has recently published a book, ‘The 
Law of Criminal Attempt’’ and will shortly publish another, 
‘*Creditors’ Remedies — Alberta Law and Practice’’. Both 
books are published by Carswell. He also recently published 
a note of particular interest to practitioners entitled *‘Post- 
Judgment Interest — Avoiding the Canada Interest Act — 
Not Any More — For Now’’ (1984) 22 Alta. L. Rev. 469. 
In addition, Dr. Meehan serves as Legislative Director for 
the Canadian Bar Association and has written the Alberta 
Legislative Summaries, published by the Legal Educational 
Society of Alberta. He continues to serve as Special Con- 
sultant to the federal government and the Law Reform 
Commission of Canada on the reform of the Criminal Code. 


Maurice J. Sychuk continues to be busy with his duties 
as a Bencher of the Law Society. He is a member of the 
Discipline Committee, Benchers’ Appeal Committee, the 
Benchers’ Workload Committee and the Guidelines for 
Custodians Committee. He is the vice-chairman of the 
Competence Committee and Chairman of the committee to 
report to the McKelvey Committee on the selection of 
judges. 

Gerald Robertson has delivered papers on topics in the 
area of health law at a number of meetings and conferences 
during the past year, including the annual convention of 
the Canadian Medical Association and the annual convention 
of the Canadian Psychiatric Association. Professor Robertson 
has published articles on “‘Defective Premises and Subse- 
quent Purchasers’’ (1983), 99 Law Quarterly Review 559; 
‘‘Informed Consent in Canada: An Empirical Study’’ (1984), 
22 Osgoode Hall L.J. 139; ‘‘Overcoming the Causation 
Hurdle in Informed Consent Cases: The Principle in McGhee 
v: N.G.Be* (1984); 22 Univ. West, Ont] Ls Reve 75. In 
addition, Professor Robertson is working on a textbook on 
the legal aspects of mental disorder. 


fa 
Christine Davies 


A. Anne McLellan, the new Associate Dean 


Christine Davies has been appointed an honorary pro- 
fessor in the Department of Law at the University of Wales. 
She recently published Family Law in Canada with the 
Carswell Company. 


Anne McLellan will take over as Associate Dean on 
July 1, 1985. She succeeds Tim Christian, who will be 
enjoying a year of study leave at Cambridge University. 


David Percy recently published a third edition of ‘‘Con- 
tracts: Cases and Commentaries’’, which he co-edits with 
Christine Boyle of Dalhousie University. He recently chaired 
a joint Faculty-L.E.S.A. seminar on Remedies, acted as 
consultant to the Federal Inquiry on Water Policy and 
delivered a paper on Western Water Law to the Rawson 
Academy of Aquatic Sciences in Toronto. 


Bruce Ziff will be taking a leave of absence in 1985- 
86 and teaching two courses at Osgoode Hall Law School. 


Jim Robb delivered a number of talks and seminars 
during the year on topics as diverse as Fitness to Stand 
Trial (to the National Organization of Boards of Review 
in Banff), the equality provisions of the Charter and prin- 
ciples of sentencing (both to Provincial Court Judges), the 
Law of Corroboration (on behalf of the Legal Education 
Society of Alberta) and the impact of recent amendments 
to youth legislation (to the Edmonton Guidance Council). 
He appeared as a speaker at a conference on Indian Rights 
for Indian Women discussing s.15 of the Charter and the 
Indian Act and presented a special lecture with Dr. Millican 
on dangerous offenders during Grand Rounds at the Univer- 
sity of Alberta, Faculty of Medicine. Along with Tim 
Christian, Professor Robb published a handbook on employee/ 
employer rights in Alberta, and in addition, he has completed 
a consultation paper on the law of arrest for the Law 
Reform Commission of Canada. 


Alberta Law Review: 1984-85 


The Alberta Law Review began its 1984-85 year with 
a new Senior Board and twelve new associates. The Fall 
term was occupied with a number of different tasks: work 
which had begun on Volume 22 (Part 3) of the Review 
during the summer continued; papers for our Petroleum 
Law Supplement were received and edited; and papers 
entered in the Review’s William Morrow Essay Contest 
were evaluated by our Essay Committee. In late September, 
the Review had its annual Fall dinner at a local Greek 
restaurant. The purpose of the dinner is to allow new Board 
members to meet members of the Senior Board and generally 
get acquainted. A wonderful meal was followed by some 
less than wonderful Greek dancing on the part of Board 
members: mission accomplished! 


October saw the publication and distribution of Volume 
22 (Part 3) of the Review. During much of November and 
December Review work was at a minimum as Board mem- 
bers prepared for and wrote their Christmas exams. 


Christine Rogers ’85 


STUDENT WINS 
C.B.1.A. AWARD 


Christine Rogers, ’85 has won the Canadian 


Bar Insurance Association Award for 1985. The 
Canadian Bar Insurance Association annually spon- 
sors a national competition in which they solicit 
papers from Canadian law students. Miss Rogers’ 
paper was selected from numerous papers submitted 
from Canadian law schools. Miss Rogers prepared 
her paper under the supervision of Professor Lewis 
Klar on the subject of ‘‘Conflict of Interests — The 
Rights, Duties, and Liability of a Motor Vehicle 
Liability Insurer and Its Counsel in Respect of Third 
Party Actions Against an Insured.’’ The Award 
consists of a $2,500 cash award, a year’s mem- 
bership in the C.B.A. and a trip to the C.B.A.’s 
Annual Meeting, to be held this year in Halifax, 
Nova Scotia. Miss Rogers is presently articling with 
the firm of McLennan, Ross in Edmonton. 


In March, the Review held a Banquet as it does each 
year, and invited members of the judiciary, contributing 
authors and members of the Faculty of Law. The purpose 
of the banquet is two-fold: it provides us with an opportunity 
to thank the many people who contribute to the Review’s 
success, as well as being the ideal occasion to announce 
the winners of our essay contest. This year, as in years 
past, we were grateful to have Mrs. Morrow attend the 
banquet and make presentations to the winners of the contest. 
Our guest speaker was Calgary lawyer and novelist John 
Ballem Q.C., an expert in the fields of constitutional and 
oil and gas law. We felt extremely fortunate to have a 
speaker of Mr. Ballem’s calibre and were treated to a very 
interesting talk on the subject of oil and gas law. 


In April, the Petroleum Law Supplement was published 
and distributed. The next volume is currently with the 
printer and is scheduled to be distributed in early June. 
Our new editor-in-chief, Mark Smith, is currently working 
on the papers for that volume. 


This summary of the year would be incomplete without 
mention of the generous financial contribution given to the 
Review by the Law Society of Alberta. Put simply, the 
Law Society’s support makes it possible for us to have a 
Law Review. 


WHAT THE LIBRARY 
CAN DO FOR YOU ... 


Reference Assistance: to locate information and 
material which is not easily located by the lawyer. 


Loans: all material which circulates may be 
borrowed - texts and treatises, government 
publicatons, bound periodicals. 


On-site use of non-circulating materials: 
periodicals from all over the world, law reports and 
statutes from all common law countries including 
the United States, looseleaf services with 
commentary and analysis, international treaties and 
law reports may be used at the library. 


Computer Searches: LAWSEARCH will search any 
available data base including the LAWCENTRE data 
bases for a fee. 


Interlibrary Loans: to borrow material not available 
in Edmonton. 


Photocopying: any document not available in the 
Law Society and Courthouse libraries will be 
photocopied at no charge. The Law Society of 
Alberta pays for this. All other material copied will 
be invoiced at current University of Alberta rates. 
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CONVOCATION 1985 


Jurists Honoured at Convocation: Madam Justice Bertha Wilson and Mr. Justice D.C. McDonald, honorary degree recipients, with 
university and faculty representatives: from left to right: Dean Frank Jones, President Myer Horowitz, Mr. Justice D.C. McDonald, 
Chancellor Peter Savaryn, Madam Justice Bertha Wilson; Chairman, Board of Governors, John Schlosser and 
Professor Leonard Pollock. 


On May 3lst, 1985 the Faculty of Law held its graduate convocation. For the first time in 
decades, the Faculty held a separate convocation for its graduands. Honorary Doctorate of Laws degrees 
were awarded to Mr. Justice D.C. McDonald of the Alberta Court of Queen’s Bench, and Madam Justice 
Bertha Wilson, of the Supreme Court of Canada. The Convocation Address was delivered by Madam 
Justice Wilson, who spoke on ethical issues relating to the practice of law. Her talk centred on the 
difficult question of whether a practicing lawyer should be viewed as a professional or a businessman. 
Approximately 150 law students graduated from the Faculty this year. 


John Craig, Gold 
Medalist in Law, who 
will be continuing his 
law studies at Oxford 
next year. Upon his 
return from Oxford, 
Mr. Craig will clerk 
for Mr. Justice G. 
LaForest of the 
Supreme Court of 
Canada. 


nee 


Professor J.C. Robb leading students into Con 


SOS se: 


vocation Hall. 


Alumni News 


J. H. Laycraft (51) has been appointed Chief Justice 
of Alberta. At the same time his classmate, Howard L. 
Irving, was appointed a Justice of the Court of Appeal. 


. An increasing number of students appear to have under- 
taken graduate studies recently, even after a few years’ of 
practice. Among them are Laurie McFadden (’80), who 
will be beginning his studies at Cambridge next fall, John 
Legge (783) who has been accepted at the University of 
Virginia and Wayne Johnson (83) who has been accepted 
at Duke University. John Craig (85) will be working 
toward a B.C.L. degree at Oxford and Pam Hallett (82) 
is presently working toward an LL.M. degree at Virginia. 


Richard Bauman (81) has taken up a position on the 
Faculty at Dalhousie Law School, as has Sheila Noonan 
(82), who completed an LL.M. degree at Harvard Law 
School in 1984 and has just completed a year’s teaching 
at Queen’s University. 


Lawrence O’Neil, who was enrolled in the LL.M. 
program in 1982-83, was elected M.P. for Cape Breton in 
the last federal election. 


Paul Jenson (78) is a resident of Alder Flats and drives 
45 miles per day to his new office at Rocky Mountain 
House, where he conducts a general practice with emphasis 
on surface rights. In addition, he is a volunteer icemaker 
at the local curling rink. 


Paul H. Klingle, Q.C. (52) is a Commissioner with 
the Canadian Radio Television and Communications division 
in Ottawa. 


T. J. Dunn (756) practised law in Calgary from 1956 
to 1966 and again from 1982 to 1984. In between those 
periods and at the present time he has been an Anglican 
parish priest and is now resident in Vegreville. 


Chester Vince Burns, Q.C. (45) is now retired in 
Calgary. 


Elwood Johnson (67) was appointed a Q.C. in January, 
1984 and practises in Edmonton with Koshman & Johnson. 


Brian Erickson (75) is a Deputy Administrator with 
the District of Sparwood, B.C., where he is involved with 
the practice of municipal law. He is a member of the 
Teacher Firing & Dismissal Appeals Board of the B.C. 
Department of Education. 


Carol Etherington (772) is a partner with the San 
Francisco law firm of Brobeck, Phleger & Harrison. 


S. Norman Samuels (42) and his wife Frances have 
14 grandchildren and Norman is practising law with Hub- 
erman & Co. in Vancouver. 


Bruce Rawson (’61) was recently named Deputy Minister 
of Indian Affairs and Northern Development by Prime 
Minister Mulroney. 


Garry Campbell (61) is Chairman and Chief Executive 
Officer of Churchill Development Corporation in Edmonton. 


Ray Anderson (57) is the Assistant Deputy Minister of 
International Trade and Development in the federal Depart- 
ment of External Affairs. He has been chosen the first 
president of the Asia Pacific Foundation of Canada. 


Douglas Sanders (’61) is the first recipient of the Bora 
Laskin National Fellowship on Human Rights. Professor 
Sanders is a member of the Faculty of Law at U.B.C. and 
with the Laskin Fellowship receives a $45,000 research 
grant and $10,000 travel expenses. The Fellowship will 
enable him to take a year-long unpaid sabbatical leave to 
undertake an ambitious project on the development of abo- 
riginal rights in both international and Canadian law. 


Lorne W. MacPherson (’78) has been president of the 
Alberta Motion Picture Development Corporation, located 
in Canmore for the last three years. 
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Former Law Dean To 
Supreme Court of 
Canada 


Gerard LaForest, who was Dean of Law at the Univer- 
sity of Alberta from 1968 - 1970 was appointed to the 
Supreme Court of Canada in January, 1985. Mr. Justice 
La Forest replaced Ritchie J. as the traditional representative 
on the Court from the Atlantic Provinces and at the time 
of his appointment he was a Justice of the New Brunswick 
Court of Appeal. He is a well-known expert in constitutional 
law, having represented both federal and_ provincial 
governments in constitutional litigation and having written 
highly regarded texts on the subjects of Natural Resources 
and Public Property and the Allocation of the Taxing Power. 
Mr. Justice La Forest joins the recently retired Mr. Justice 
Martland as the second former member of the Faculty of 
Law to have been honoured with an appointment to the 
Court. The Faculty of Law extends to Mr. Justice LaForest 
best wishes on the occasion of his appointment. . 


LET US KNOW 
WHERE YOU ARE, 
WHAT YOU ARE 
DOING? 


Fill in and mail to: 


Editors 
‘*Without Prejudice’’ 
c/o Law Centre 
University of Alberta, 
Edmonton, Alberta 
T6G 2H5 


Name 


Address 


Year of Degree 


Friends of The Faculty 
of Law 


The Friends of the Faculty of Law are pleased 
to announce A FUND RAISING DINNER on 
behalf of the Faculty of Law. The dinner will 
be held on Thursday, September 26, 1985 in 
Edmonton. The guest speaker will be the 
Honorable Mr. Justice Willard Z. Estey, Puisne 
Justice of the Supreme Court of Canada. 
Entertainment will be provided by the Tommy 
Banks Orchestra. Tickets will be available at a 
price of $100.00 (and will be tax deductible in 
part if charitable registration is obtained in 
time). For further information, kindly contact 
Professor David Phillip Jones at the Law Centre, 
or Mr. Justice D.C. McDonald, c/o the Law 
Courts, Edmonton. 


Marriages, Births, Employment, etc. 


Comments or Suggestions 


